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Edinburgh, Brio Meeting- Houſe, Sept. $+ 1799» 

Tax Synod met, and was conſtituted. ——Re- 
ſumed the conſideration of the eauſe reſpecting 
the Formula.— It was moved, That the Synod 
* adjourn the further diſcuſſion of this queſtion, 
« until a future Meeting of Synod ; and, in the 
« mean time, that a Committee of the Houſe be 
appointed to draw up a Synodical Addreſs to 
the People of their Charge, expreſſive of their 
«* adherence to the Doctrine, Worſhip, Diſcipline, 
„ and Government of the Church of Scotland; 
and for repelling the calumnious reproaches 
„which have been circulated in the Public, 
„That the Synod, by what they have done in 
this buſineſs, have abandoned their avowed 
„Principles; and that this is defigned to be the 
« forerunner of future, and more dangerous in- 
„ novations,” It was propoſed as a ſecond 
motion, That the Sy nod diſrhiſs the Preamble, 
and appoint a Committee to draw up an Ad- 
„ dreſs to the Public, in order to remove any 
* undue impreſſions made upon the minds of the 
people. After long reaſoning, and acknow- 
ledging God in prayer, a vote was ſtated, and 
the roll being called, and votes marked, it car- 
ried by a great majority, Prefer the firſt motion. 
Wherefore the Synod adjourn the further diſ- 
cuſſion of this queſiion until a future Meeting. 


0 Appointed 


(% ) 
Appointed a Committee to draw up the Ad- 
dreſs to the People, to be ſubmitted to the 


Court, before it- be diſſolved : Said Committee 
to meet to-marrow, at 10 o'clock Forenoon. 


September 6th, 5 o'clock, P. M. 

Tux Synod met. — The Committee appoint- 
ed to prepare an Addreſs to the People, preſent- 
ed a draught of An Addreſs, which, having been 
read over, and ſome corrections having been 
made, was adopted and approved; and the Sy- 
nod appointed the Committee to cauſe ſaid Ad- 
dreſs be printed and publiſhed, with all conve- 


nient ſpeed. 
(Signed) 
David GRz16, Synod Ck, 
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THE ASSOCIATE SYNOD, 
ro. * 


THE PEOPLE UNDER THEIR CHARGE, 


* 


PwarDs of ſixty years have elapſed, ſince our vene- 

rable predeceſſors ſtated a ſeparation from the Ju- 
dicatories of the Church of Scotland. Their Seceſſion 
was the effect of neceſlity, not of choice. All their pre- 
judices were in favour of that Church, in the boſom of 
which they had been educated. They revered her conſti- 
tution as approaching nearer to the model of the ſcriptures, 
than that of any other of the Proteſtant Churches; and 
their attachment to her was ſtrengthened by the conſide- 
ration, that her peculiar principles had received the ſanc- 
tion of the Solemn Oaths, and been ſealed by the blood 
of their godly anceſtors. Even her defections from her 
ancient purity and zeal, which they ſaw and bewailed, 
would have been inſufficient to have induced them to with- 
draw from her communion, could they have been per- 


mitted to continue, without becoming partakers of her 
| A fins. 
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fins. While ſinful terms of communion were not impo- 
ſed, they reckoned it their duty to remonſtrate, and teſti- 
fy againſt whatſoever they condemned in her conduct; 
but they would have deemed it ſchiſmatical to have formed 
a ſeparate affociation. 

When neceſſity at length conſtrained them to ſecede, 
they left her with regret. It was contrary to their withes, 
that their Seceſſion ſhould become permanent. They 
hoped, and prayed, that the majority in her Church-courts 
might perceive their errors, and return to that purity of 
adminiſtration from which they had departed ; and, in 
this expeCtation, they continued for ſeveral years to hold 
miniſterial and Chriſtian fellowſhip with thoſe godly mini- 
ſters and people, who, though they had not ſeen it their 
duty to ſecede, deplored, with them, the departing glory 
of their Zion. They were diſappointed. The courſe of 
defection which had been begun, was obſtinately perſiſted 
in. Every year furniſhed new grounds of complaint, and 
added ftrength to the original reaſons of Seceſſion. At 
laſt, all probability failed that they could ſoon, with a 
good conſcience, return into her communion ; and at pre- 
ſent; after the expiration of more than half a century, 
the melancholy aſpect of matters in the Eſtabliſhed Church 
juſtifies the ſeparation of the original Seceders, and ren- 
ders it more neceſſary than ever to adhere to the Teſti- 
mony which they emitted. | 

Brethren, we are the heirs of theſe noble champions of 
the truth. They bequeathed: to us their Teſtimony to the 
doctrine, werſhip, diſcipline, and government of the 
Church of Scotland, as a legacy of ineſtimable value 
and to this Teſtimony, in the ſcope and deſign of it, we 
have hitherto, according to. the grace given us of God, 
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continued to adhere. We defire to be humbled before 
God, becauſe we have fallen behind out forefathers, in 
holy zeal. Tet we ſhould be ungrateful, if we did not 
acknowledge his goodneſs, in preferving hitherto amongft 
us, the incorrupted fimplicity of evangelical truth; the 
ancient purity of worſhip, diſcipline, and government; 
and, we truſt, an ardent zeal for the headſhip of Chriſt, 
and the liberties of the Chriſtian people. May God ever 
be thus gracious to us! May he, in his abundant mercy, 
preſerve us from the curſe of an unſound, ungodly, and 
unfaithful miniſtry! May he enable us to be vigilant in 
guarding every avenue by which perſons of ſuch defcrip- 
tions might find acceſs into our communion, and in ex- 
pelling them, when detected amongſt us If ever a 
change in thefe reſpects ſhall take place, the Seceſſion 
Church, however reſpectable in the eye of the world, for 
numbers, or for talents, will be bloated with the guilt of 
apoſtacy; ſhe will have loſt her glory, and will ceaſe to 
be, what in time paſt ſhe has eminently _ — 
bleſſing to our native land. 

It deſerves, likewiſe, to be gratefully acknowledged, 
that ever ſince the commencement of the Seceſſion, with 
the exception of one mournful inſtance, the greateſt una- 
nimity has prevailed, on every ſubject which affected the 
principles of the body, and the moſt cordial affection has 
ſubſiſted amongſt her Miniſters. If they have ſometimes 
differed in ſentiment, it has been without diſcording ; if, 
in any unguarded moment, any of them have forgot the 
meekneſs and gentleneſs of Chriſt, in their treatment of 
their brethren, it has not proceeded from deliberate hoſti- 
lity, nor degenerated into bitter envying and ſtrife. The 
8 has been cemented by love. A partysfpirit has 
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not raiſed its head; or if, at any time, it has threatened 


to do it for a moment, it has been immediately repreſſed. 
There has been no ſchiſm in the body. The unity of the 
ſpirit has been kept in the bond of peace. 

It grieves the Synod, however, to be conſtrained to ſay, 
that of late. their ſky was overcaſt. Black clouds were 
collecting around us, for ſome years paſt, which, in the 
apprehenſion of ſome, threatened a ſtorm, ſimilar to that 
awful, one which, in the year 1747, blaſted the beauty, 
and deſtroyed the unity of the Seceſſion Church. A con- 
troverſy, reſpecting ſome points in the formula of que- 
ſtions uſually put to candidates at licence and ordination, 
was the unhappy occaſion of beginning the ſtrife ; and a 


diſpute which, managed with more prudence, and better 


temper, might have been amicably adjuſted, ſtill ſubſiſts 
in ſome corners of the Seceſſion, and threatens to injure 
the intereſts of religion. 

The Synod attempt not to conceal their 8 and 
their fears. Brotherly love ſeems to be on the wane. 
That charity, which thinketh no evil, is not exerciſed. 
Symptoms of a ſpirit of party have made their appearance 
in various places ;—a diſpoſition to give names of reproach, 
to put the harſheſt conſtructions on every word, to circu- 
late, with officious induſtry, tales which have been hatched 
by malevolence, or have been diſtorted to ſerve a purpoſe, 
and to inſinuate the moſt cruel and unjuſtifiable ſuſpicions, 
reſpecting the principles and deſigns of Miniſters, whoſe 
orthodoxy and piety are unimpeachable. Theſe augur 
worſe for the termination of the preſent diſpute, than 
any real or ſuppoſed magnitude of the controverted points 
themſelves. For a ſpirit of diſcord is inimical to cool 
diſcuſſion ; it oppoſes every ſpecies of conceſſion, which 
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might facilitate union; it inflames the paſſions of the diſ- 


putants, and precipitates thoſe who are governed. by it in- 
to meaſures, the fatal tendency of which is ſeldom. per- 


ceived till it be too late to repair, the injury: which has 


been done. 

In the preſent har aa. — as appearances 
are, the Synod are perſuaded that the difficulty of main- 
taining union would diſappear, were all parties heartily 
diſpoſed to peace. But as long as ungenerous advantages 
are taken of the prejudices of thoſe who are either igno- 
rant, or only partially informed, of the ground of the diſ- 
pute —as long as the meaſures which have been adopted 
by the Synod are miſrepreſented, diſtorted, and calum- 
niated, inſtead of being diſpaſſionately examined z—as long 
as principles are aſcribed to many of their miniſters, which 
they diſown and abhor, and deſigns hoſtile to our princi- 
ples are imputed to them, of which they never conceived 
the ideaz—it is difficult to obtain a patient hearing, and al- 
moſt impoſlible, by any repreſentation of facts and circum- 
ſtances, to prevent matters from proceeding ro extremi- 
ties. | 133 

Of the great body of the Chriſtian people under our in- 
ſpection we ſtand in no doubt. They are lovers of the truth, 
and lovers of peace. They know our manner of doctrine, 
and manner of life, and are proof againſt the malignant 
inſinuations of thoſe who wiſh to ſupply their lack of argu- 
ment by attempts to injure our reputation as Miniſters of 
the Goſpel. They know what we have done in the pre- 
ſent controverſy ; and they approve of it, as a meaſure 
not only extremely harmleſs, but calculated to give eaſe 
to the conſciences of many brethren, without inſulting the 
prejudices of the weakeſt of our people, or ſacrificing one 
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article of truth. But there are ſome who need to be in- 
formed, and who need only this in order to remove the 
offence which they have taken at a meaſure of which 
they know nothing but through the medium of groſs miſ- 
repreſentation, and to approve what they at preſent con- 

For the information of the ignorant ; for reQifying the 
miſtakes of thoſe who have been miſinformed; for re- aſſu- 
ring the minds of thoſe who have been taught that we 
have renounced our peculiar principles; for allaying the 
fears of ſuch as are not ſo much alarmed for what the Sy- 
nod have done, as apprehenſive that it is only introductory 
to more ſerious and dangerous alterations; and for filen- 
eing thoſe who have cruelly abuſed the ſimplicity of their 
neighbours, by defaming our characters, miſrepreſenting 
our public Synodical deeds, and aſcribing to us principles 
which we folemnly diſown, and deſigns of which we are 
unconſcious ; we have deemed it expedient to ftate our 
own conduct, and the reaſons of it, in our own words. 
We are entitled to demand to be heard ; and we are per- 
ſuaded, that as much Chriſtian temper has ſurvived the 
preſent irreligious feuds, even in thoſe places where they 
have raged with moſt violence, as to obtain for us what 
we aſk, to be liſtened to with candour, and to have our 
conduct examined deliberately before it be condemned. 
We ſhall keep nothing back from public inſpection, per- 
ſuaded that the more our conduct is known, the leſs it 
will be condemned ; and we aſk no favour, unleſs this 
ſhould be deemed one, to take our own repreſentation of 
our principles and views, rather than the account of thoſe 
who may be prejudiced, and muſt know them leſs perfect- 


ly than we do ourſelves. We truſt that we have not de- 
ſerved 
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ſerved to fall ſo low in the eſtimation of any of our people, 
as not to be able to obtain belief to what we explicitly and 
ſolemnly aſſert. 

The Formula, concerning which ſo much diſpute has 
taken place, is not preciſely the ſame that was uſed by 
the Church of Scotland before the commencement of the 
Seceſhon “. Since we were formed into a ſeparate body, 
it has been at leaſt three times amended, ſometimes by 
adding to it new clauſes, and ſometimes by retrenching un- 
neceffary or ambiguous expreſſions ; and on each of theſe 
occaſions the alterations were made by the ſole authority 
of the Seceding courts, and without murmuring or com- 
plaint on the part of the people. The fourth and fifth 
queſtions + were added at an early period of the Seceſſion ; 
the laſt clauſe of the fourth + was inſerted ſome time after 
the breach; and an important alteration in the fifth, re- 
ſpeCting our adherence to the act and teſtimony q, beſides 
the omiſſion of a variety of expreſſions which had been for- 


merly 
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* The preſent Formula of the Church of Scotland has been in 
uſe ſince the year 1711, and may be ſeen among the acts of the 
General Aﬀembly for that year, For ſome time after the Revo- 
lution, it appears that different Preſbyteries had different For- 
mulas. | 5 


The queſtion reſpecting the obligation of the Covenants, and 
that reſpecting adherence to the Teſtimony. 


{ © Do you acknowledge, that Public Covenanting is a moral 
duty under the New-Teſtament diſpenſation, to be performed 
when God in his providence calls to it ?” 


In May 1781, the adherence to the Teſtimony, which was 
formerly 


0 


merly in uſe, was made about eighteen years ago. When 
ſome other alterations were propoſed by a Committee of 
Synod, in April 1796, for ſimplifying certain expreſſions, 
and for removing the difficulties of ſome members who 
were no leſs attached to our Teſtimony than their brethren, 
we could not have imagined that an attempt would have 
been deemed criminal in us, which had been approved in 
our predeceſſors, or that the identical expreſſions of a For- 
mula, which, in its preſent ſtate, had been in uſe only 
fifteen years, could have been ſo ſanctioned by time in the 
idea of any of our brethren, as that it ſnould have been 
deemed ſacriligious to preſume to correct them. To our aſto- 
niſhment, however, the hue and cry was raiſed, that we 


were renouncing our principles; and though we were con- 


ſcious that the clamour was groundleſs, and that no prin- 
ciple peculiar to us as Seceders would have been facrificed 
by the propoſed amendments, yet, out of reſpect to the 
edification and peace of ſome worthy members of our 
communion, the meaſure was dropt, 

The preſent clamour ſeems in a great meaſure to be only 
the echo of that which was excited by theſe propoſed a- 
mendments in the Formula, and which continues to go 
round the Seceſſion, after the occaſion has for ſome time 
ceaſed, This clamour is produced by no alterations at 
preſent in contemplation; for there are none. It is pro- 


duccd by no AE: of Forbearance ; for this has for ſome 


time paſt been laid aſide. It is produced by no interim 
queitions in the Formula; for theſe were found inexpe- 


dient. Every expreſſion in the Formula ſtands preciſely 
as 


* 
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formerly abſolute, vas limited to its ſcope and deſign, © as a neceſ- 
{ary and ſeaſonable appearance for reformation in a ſtate of ſeceſ- 
fon from the judicatories of the Eſtabliſhed Church.“ 
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it has ſtood theſe eighteen years. Nothing has been added, 
nothing ſubtracted. It is produced by a Preamble which 
the Synod has prefixed to the uſual queſtions ; a preamble 
which, at the time it was adopted, was conſidered as a 
happy termination of the diſpute, and heartily approved 
by ſome who have ſince been foremoſt in the clamour 
raiſed againſt it; a preamble which, to every unprejudiced 
perſon, muſt appear to be only an explanation of what 
was conceived by ſome to be doubtful, not an alteration 
of what was formerly believed and profeſſed. But let it 
ſpeak for itſelf. It is in theſe words : | 

« Whereas ſome parts of the ſtandard-books of this Sy- 
tc nod have been interpreted as favouring compulſory mea- 
tc ſures in religion, the Synod hereby declare, That they 
« do not require an approbation of any ſuch principle from 
« any candidate for licence or ordination : And whereas 
« a controverſy has ariſen among us, reſpecting the na- 
« ture and kind of the obligation of our ſolemn Covenants 
con poſterity, whether it be entirely of the ſame kind up- 
« on us as upon our anceſtors who ſwore them; the Sy» 
« nod hereby declare, That while they hold the obligation 
« of our Covenants upon poſterity, they do not interfere 
« with that controverſy which hath ariſen reſpecting the 
« nature and kind of it: And recommend it to all their 
« members to ſuppreſs that controverſy, as tending to gen- 
« der ſtrife rather than godly edifying.” 

At firſt view, it appears incredible that ſo ſmall a matter 
ſhould kindle fo great a fire. The Synod, indeed, are fo 
ſatisfied of its innocence, that they truſt that the mere 
publication of the cauſe of diſpute will operate on many to 
make the contention to ceaſe ; for they are perſuaded that 
miſinformation and miſrepreſentation have done unſpcak- 
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ably more to excite alarm than the Preamble itſelf, Yet 
they deem it a duty which they owe to themſelves and to 
their brethren, to explain the meaning and intention of 
what has occaſioned ſuch violence and ftrife. 

It has been artfully inſinuated, it has even been boldly 
aſſerted in courts of law, that this Preamble was deviſed 
to cover deſigns hoſtile to the civil conſtitution of our 
country. We can only reply, That it is a vile and moſt 
malignant calumny, for which no part of the Synod's con- 
duct ever gave the ſhadow of a reaſon. The Synod have 
been invariable in their attachment to the Revolution-ſet- 
tlement. They have given proof of their loyalty by their 
public deeds, by their daily prayers, by their perſonal con- 
duct as dutiful ſubjects. Not farther back than April 1798, 
they renewed their profeſſions of allegiance by a humble 
addreſs to their Sovereign, which was graciouſly received; 
and they can conceive no cauſe of ſuch deteſtable inſinua- 
tions againſt their loyalty, but either the moſt ſtupid igno- 
rance, or the blackeſt malice. They deſire to bleſs God 
for the liberty and peace which they enjoy under the pre- 
ſent conſtitution of Britain. They truſt that they ſhall al- 
ways abhor rebellion as the ſin of witchcraft, and that 
none of their members will be ſo far deſerted of God as 
to meddle with them that are given to change. And it is 
with pleaſure, brethren, that they embrace the preſent op- 
portunity of exhorting you all to perſevere in that loyal 
and dutiful ſubjection to the powers that be, which is en- 
joined by the law of Chriſt, and for which our Aſſocia- 
tion has, on every great and trying occaſion, been diſtin- 
guiſhed. | 

The controverſy among us, indeed, reſpects the power 
of the civil magiſtrate. It is not, however, a political, 

but 
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but an eceleſiaſtical diſpute. It reſpects not the power 
which the civil magiſtrate actually poſſeſſes by the conſti- 
tution of Britain, but the power which is ſuppoſed by 
ſome to be aſcribed to him doctrinally in our ſtandard- 
books; and it reſpects even this, only in reference to mat- 
ters of religion. The queſtion is, Whether the Magi- 
ſtrate ought to interfere with the deciſions of church- 
courts in matters which are purely eccleſiaſtical, and to 
compel men to be of the religious profeſſion of the ſtate? 
Nor has even this queſtion ever been propoſed as a matter 
of diſpute before the Synod. The Synod have never pre- 
ſumed to ſay what is the preciſe meaſure of his power in 
matters of religion, nor to intermeddle with the private 
{ſentiments of their Miniſters and Elders on this point. It 
is a matter of too difficult diſcuſſion to be raſhly deter- 
mined, or to have its limits exactly aſcertained and inſert- 
ed in our terms of communion. * But it becomes intereſt- 
ing, in as far as it is ſuppoſed to be aſſerted in our ſtand- 
ards ; for their doctrine is ſanctioned by the public vows 
of all the Miniſters and Elders of our communion ; and' 
it becomes neceſſary to their integrity, that their views 
correſpond, in the exaCteſt manner, with the grammatical 
meaning of the terms. 

Here, then, is the point in diſpute : What is the preciſe 
meaning of our ſtandard-books on this article? Do ſome 
parts of them teach the right of the civil magiſtrate to 
uſe compulſory meaſures in religion ? or do they not? 
All agree, that compulſion, or the employment of civil 
pains and penalties, to enforce religion, is antiſcriptural. 
Our forefathers, in the Seceſſion, in the moſt explicit 


manner, condemned enforcing our Covenants by ſuch 
B 2 means z 
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means * 3 and have ſtated their general views on the ſub- 
ject of the magiſtrate's power, in their + Anſwers to Mr 


Nairn. But a difference of ſentiment exiſts on the que- 


ſtion, Whether any expreſſions in our ſtandard-books 
ſanction doctrine which the Seceding body have virtually 


condemned? Thoſe who oppoſe the Preamble, affirm - 


that they do not; or at leaſt, they explain them in ſuch 
| a 
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* « And from this time (1641) till the year 1650, the building 
&« of the houſe of God, in manifold inſtances, advanced proſperouſly 
« and ſucceſsfully ; though it muſt be acknowledged, that the en- 
« forcing of religious duties with civil penalties, and in too many 
« inftances blending the affairs of church and ftate with one ano- 
« ther, is totally inconſiſtent with the ſpiritual nature of Chriſt's 
„ kingdom,” MFe-exhibition of the Teftimony, pag. 90. 


+ © The public good of outward and common order in all rea- 
« ſonable ſociety, unto the glory of God, is the great and only 
* end which thoſe inveſted with magiſtracy can propoſe, in a ſole 
6 reſpe& unto that office: And as, in proſecuting this end civilly 
according to their office, it is only over men's good and evil 


+ works that they can have any inſpection; ſo it is only over 


* theſe which they muſt needs take cogniſance of for the {aid pub- 
lic good; while at the ſame time their doing ſo muſt be in ſuch 


%a manner, and proceed ſo far allenarly, as is requiſite for that 


« end, without afſuming any lordſhip immediately over men's 


<« conſciences, or making any encroachment upon the ſpecial pri- 


* vileges and buſineſs of the Church. And, moreover, as the 
* whole inſtitution and end of their office are cut out by, and lie 
© within the compals of natural principles, it were abſurd to ſup- 
„ pole, that there could or ought to be any exerciſe thereof to- 
„ wards its end, in the foreſaid circun:flances, but what can be 
* argued for, and defended from natural principles,” Anfavers ts 
Mr Nairn, edit. 1774. pag. 71. | 
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2 manner as to ſatisfy their own minds; and therefore 
inſiſt to diſmiſs it as urineceſſary. Others are perſuaded, 
that ſuch doctrine is taught in them; and not thinking 
themſelves at liberty to explain away, what to them ap- 
pears to be the obvious meaning of the terms, by any 
private interpretation, infiſt for relief, either by the Pre- 
amble, or by ſome other more expedient mean. 

The Synod have not preſumed to determine the mean- 
ing of our ſtandards on theſe points; much leſs have they 
dared to condemn them as teaching unſcriptural and anti- 
tolerant doctrine. But they are not ſurpriſed, that many 
of their members were, and continue to be of opinion, 
that they give to the civil magiſtrate a power inconſiſtent 
with their doctrine elſe where, reſpecting the Headſhip 
of Chriſt, and the liberties of conſcience. The known 
opinions, and practice of the times, when our Confeſſion 
was compoſed, favour their ſuppoſition ; and the doQrine 


which they apprehend it to contain, has been condemned 
by a body of Seceders, who were once of us, and who 


are generally accounted as firm in their attachment to an- 
cient principles as we are ourſelves. © The Synod revered 
the ſcruples of their brethren on this point, therefore, as 
proceeding from delicacy of conſcience in the matter of 
a ſolemn vow, and conſidered them as entitled to every 
rehef which could conſtitutionally be given them. They 
deemed it neceſſary, for the conſiſtency of the Seceſſion 
Church, that her profeſſion ſhould, beyond controverſy, 
in every thing be conſiſtent with itſelf. They thought it 
proper, for the character of the body, that no doubt 
ſhould remain, whether they hold perſecuting principles; 
and that thoſe who have affirmed it of them ſhould be 
put to ſilence by an explicit avowal of their ſentiments. 
And 
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And the Preamble was adopted as the leaſt objectionable 
method that occurred, of attaining at once theſe ſeveral 
objects. 5 0 

It will, perhaps, be ſaid, that the ſcruples of brethren 
on this head are ſo weak, as to deſerve no notice; or 
muſt involve other doubts which have never yet been ex- 
preſſed. But let us not judge our brethren, leſt we alſo 
be judged. To his own maſter every man ſtandeth or 
falleth. The Preamble authoriſed by the Synod gives, as 
muſt be evident to every intelligent perſon, no latitude be- 
yond the points now mentioned; and he muſt be guilty of 
prevarication, who affents to the queſtions, while his 
doubts extend to any other article. We believe every man 
fincere in his profeſſion, till the contrary be eſtabliſhed by 
proof; and admitting, that the difficulties of brethren 
were the effect of extreme weakneſs of intellect, or ſquea- 
miſhneſs of conſcience, ought not they that are ſtrong to 
bear the infirmities of the weak, and not to pleaſe them- 
ſelves ? Is it too much for us to deign, not to alter, but 
to explain, (for this is the ſum of the matter), the light 
in which we underſtand their aſſent to the Formula, for 
the ſatisfaction of their weak conſciences ? Shall we, by 
refuſing an explanation, drive them from our communion? 


Or ſhall any be ſo regardleſs of the peace and unity of the 


church, ſo little afraid of the guilt of ſchiſm, and unwar- 


rantable ſeparation, as to withdraw from the communion 
of the body, not becauſe we have adopted new principles, 
but becauſe we have condeſcended to explain what our 
principles are? Let us act in a more Chriſtian manner. 
Seceders do not approve of compulſory meaſures in reli- 
gion; let us therefore, for the ſatisfaction of our bre- 


thren, and for the vindication of our principles, not grudge 


to 
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to ſay, in the moſt explicit manner, That we do not re- 
te quire an approbation of any ſuch principle, from any 
te candidate for licence or ordination.” 

The other clauſe of the Preamble, which reſpects the 
obligation of our Covenants, has excited at leaſt an equal 
degree of ferment with that which has been already conſi- 
dered. It has been affirmed, that the Synod have diſ- 
owned their obligation, and have thrown wide the door 
for every enemy of our Covenants to enter into our com- 
munion. The cry of apoſtacy has rung through the Sę- 
ceſſion, and Miniſters have been charged with the fouleſt 
breach of their ſolemn ordination-vows, without ſhadow 
of proof, that they hold one principle inconſiſtent with 
their public engagements. But what have the Synod done 
to excite ſuch clamour ? They have done three things. 
Firſt, They have declared in the Preamble, that « they 
« hold the obligation of our Covenants upon poſterity.” 
Secondly, They expreſsly refuſe to “ interfere with a con- 
te troverſy which has ariſen, reſpecting the nature and kind 
of this obligation ;” ſatisfying themſelves with holding 
faſt the general truth, that they are obligatory. And, 
thirdly, * They recommend it to all their members, to ſup- 
« preſs the controverſy,” as unprofitable and vain z they 
do not proceed fo far as to enjoin it, left any man ſhould 
complain that his Miniſterial liberty is reſtrained. 

We cannot imagine, that our brethren are offended 
with us on the firſt account. We rather ſuſpect, that 
offence has been taken by them, becauſe they have over- 
looked, in their haſte, the aſſertion of principle reſpect/ 
ing the obligation of our Covenants, which is contained 
in the Preamble ; for they have, by this inattention, ac- 
cuſed us of renouncing, what greater deliberation would 

have 
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have enabled them to ſee is there declared to be held 
faſt. — 5 | | | 148 | 

It muſt be on the ſecond account that the alarm has 
ariſen ; as if, by not interfering with the controverſy which 
has ariſen, reſpecting the nature and kind of this obliga- 
tion, we had rendered the previous aſſertion of their ob- 
ligation nugatory, and thus looſed with one hand what 
we affected to bind with the other. The Preamble, in- 
deed, by declining to determine what is the preciſe nature 
of that obligation of our Covenants which we hold, or 
what kind of obligation we diſown as not ſufficiently 
expreſſive of our views, leaves the matter vague. But is 
it neceſſary to give a judicial determination on fo nice and 
intricate a point ? Or can it be affirmed, that thg Seceſſion 
Church has ever, in time paſt, thought it neceſſary to de- 
clare her preciſe views of the nature and kind of their ob- 
ligation ? Or is it not certain, that the Seceſſion Church 
has retained in her communion, ever ſince that contro- 
verſy began to be agitated among them, both Miniſters 
and Elders, who, it is well known, attached to the term 
Obligation an idea as vague as that which is held forth in 
the Preamble ? Would not an attempt now to determine 
the queſtion be to narrow our communion, by adding 2 
new term ? and, in a caſe like the preſent, would it not 
have been truly abſurd, to have affected to remove the 
ſcruples of any brother, by what might eventually have 
laid an additional burden on his conſcience ? 


It ſeems to follow, that, fince the Preamble leaves the 


reatter vague, it does nothing to remove ſcruples of any 
kind; and that therefore it ought to be diſuſed, becauſe 
it can do no good, and has done much harm. But this 
concluſion by no means follows. The Preamble leaves no 

| latitude 
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latitude of interpretation, with regard to the eternal and 
moral obligation of the truths and duties afferted and incul- 
cated in our Covenants ; but it ſanctions a latitude of in- 
terpretation, with reſpe&t to the fourth queſtion of the 
Formula; a latitude which has of late been denied by 
ſome, and doubted by others, to be conſiſtent with ſince- 
rity in giving it our affent. It authoriſes any brother, 
who in general belieyes this obligation, to aſſent to the 
queſtion, though his views be not preciſely the ſame with 
thoſe of ſome others, with reſpect to the extent and 
manner in which he believes them obligatory, It removes 
a ſtumbling-block, and an occaſion of falling, out of the 
way of brethren, who were formerly afraid leſt their vow 
might involve a profeffion of what they doubted, ar diſ- 
believed. If they heſitated to expreſs their belief of their 
obligation, becauſe they apprehended that they ſanctioned 
compulſory meaſures in religion, they now feel themſelves 
relieved, by the liberty given them to ſeparate this from 
the great maſs of doctrines which the Covenants bind 
them to maintain, and of duties which they bind them to 
practiſe, concerning the obligation of which they have no 
manner of doubt. If they heſitated, whether the obliga- 
tion intended was entirely of the ſame kind with their ob- 
ligation on our anceſtors, or only ſimilar ; whether it pro- 
ceeded ſolely from the moral law, or alſo implied a ſuper- 
added obligation; whether it aroſe from our natural rela- 
tion to them as our anceſtors, or from our moral relation 
to them as our predeceſſors in the ſame faith, whoſe ex- 
ample we are bound to follow; whether they are obliga- 
tory as national, or merely as eccleſiaſtical tranſactions; 
on which points, a difference of opinion has always ſub- 
ſiſted among the warmeſt friends of our Covenants ;—if 
C on 
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on any of theſe points they heſitated, the Preamble, as long 
as it remains prefixed to the Formula, affords them relief; 
for if they are ſatisfied, in general, that the Covenants are 
binding, they can with a good conſcience anſwer the 
queſtion, although on ſome of theſe circumſtantial points 
they ſtand in doubt where the truth lies, or though, in 
reſpect of others, they know that their ſentiments are dif- 
ferent from thoſe of ſome of their brethren. 

This very latitude, however, which has been ſtated as 
rendering the Preamble proper and expedient, forms in 
the minds of ſome the great objection againſt its conti- 
nuance. It may iſſue, they allege, in a total departure 
from our principles, by encouraging looſe views on the 
ſubject of our Covenants. But can any perſon who is an 
enemy to our Reformation-principles, which have been 
ſanctioned by our Covenants, ſhelter himſelf under it 
from the charge of inconſiſtency ? To the cauſe of refor- 


mation, which our fathers eſpouſed, and ſo nobly main- 


tained, we are all zealouſly attached; in the proſecution 
of that cauſe, we are determined to perſevere; and, by 
the bleſſing of God on our miniſtry and exertions, we 
hope to tranſmit it to our poſterity, that the race which is 
to come way ſet their hope in God, and not forget his 
works: And no man, we are perſuaded, can honeſtly aſ- 
ſent to the Preamble, from · whom we have any thing to 
fear, although his views of the nature and kind of the ob- 
ligation of our Covenants ſhould be ſpeculatively different 
from thoſe of ſome of his brethren. 

If it be ſaid, that an uniformity of ſentiment on theſe 
points is abſolutely neceſſary, this is to raiſe the points in 


diſpute to an importance to which they have no claim. 
For it will not certaiuly þe ſeriouſly maintained, by any one 
who 
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who is moderately ſkilled in the doctrine of ſcripture, that 
forbearance is in no caſe a Chriſtian duty ; and beyond for- 
bearance on theſe points, the warmeſt advocates for alte- 
ration never propoſed to go. An unlimited forbearance 
mult, doubtleſs, be reprobated as a toleration to every 
damnable error, and to every diſorderly and criminal prac- 
tice, But that there are caſes in which to refuſe it is ty- 
ranny, and to exerciſe it is an eminent duty of love, 
cannot be denied, without condemning both the doctrine 
and practice of the great apoſtle of the Gentiles. The 
word forbearance has, indeed, we cannot ſay for what 
reaſon, fallen into diſrepute with ſome who account them- 
ſelves followers of Paul, and of the farſt Seceders. For 
the word itſelf we have no predilection; for the ſake of 
our brethren, we ſhould never more employ it, if our 
brethren would furniſh us with a better; but till this be 
done, we cannot bluſh to employ a term which the Spirit 
of God has uſed before us; and we think we do every thing 
neceſſary for the ſatisfaction of thoſe who ſtand in doubt 
of us, when we affure them, that unlimited forbearance 
is as foreign to our views as it can be to theirs; and that 
we plead for it no farther than it reſpects the points at 
preſent in diſpute. Let us be more zealous for the truth, 
as it is in Jeſus, than ever; and more faithful than ever 
in diſcharging that great duty of brotherly love, to rebuke 
our brother, and not ſuffer fin upon him. Let us be 


more quick to diſcern, and more active to chaſtiſe, every 


ſymptom that may appear of a fondneſs for ſuſpicious ex- 
preſſions in the pulpit, or of a want of reliſh for the good 
old method of exhibiting Goſpel-truths, in every'brother, 
of whatever ſtanding in the church. But let us not re- 
fuſe to forbear one another in love, on a point which is 
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far from being eſſential to our purity and comfort in 
church-fellowſhip, and where the difference between us 
lies not in doctrines to be believed, or in duties to be 


praCtiſed, but in the preciſe mode in which we are laid 


under obligation to believe and to practiſe them. 

Let it not be ſaid, that the Synod are liberal in their 
ſympathy for the brethren who have ſcruples on one fide, 
but unfeeling towards thofe whoſe conſciences are diſtreſſ- 
ed on the other. We have no conception, that any burden 
is laid on the conſcience of any man who does not ap- 


prove of the Preamble. We have explained, rather than 


altered our principles. We have pronounced no cenſure 
on the doctrine of our Confeſſion, reſpecting the civil 
magiſtrate, nor on our Covenants. We have given no 
liberty to any man in communion with us, to uſe unbe- 
coming freedoms with our public ſtandards; on the con- 
trary, we have recommended the ſuppreſſion of an un- 
profitable controverſy. We require no man to alter his 
individual views on the points in queſtion; we only re- 
quire, that he dictate not to others his particular belief. 
He may hold every tenet which he ever held; only he 
muſt not impoſe it on his brethren. He is not even pro- 
nounced a violator of our bond of union, though he 
ſhould publiſh from the pulpit, or the preſs, his particular 
views, providing he do it with Chriſtian temper, and in 
the ſpirit of charity to' thoſe who are otherwiſe minded. 
The recommendation to ſuppreſs the controverſy, abridges 
no man's miniſterial liberty, nor renders one a criminal in 
the eye of the Synod, who thinks that his conſcience con- 
ſtrains him to diſregard it. 

From this plain repreſentation of the matter of fact, 
you mult be ſenſible, brethren, that you have been agita- 
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ted by a falſe alarm for the ſafety of your peculiar prin. 
ciples. The Synod profeſs the ſame faith as ever in the 
ſcriptures of the Old and New Teftament, and conſider 
them only and equally the rule of faith and manners; 
and repel with indignation the vile inſinuation, that they 
reſpect not both Teſtaments alike z an infinuation which 
they could not have ſuppoſed that Malignity itſelf would 
have preſumed to utter. They profeſs the ſame veneration 
for our Confeſhon, Catechiſms, and Covenants,” and the 
ſame adherence to them as ever. They profeſs the ſame - 
attachment to the Seceſſion-Teſtimony as ever, in its great 
ſcope and deſign. But they have explained, what to ſome 
needed explanation; they have given eaſe to the conſcien- 
ces of brethren who were in doubt; they have given li- 
berty to ſome, without abridging the liberty of any. Can 
we allow ourſelves to fuppoſe, that any individual will 
feel himſelf at liberty on theſe grounds to deſert our 
communion ? to deſert it, when no principle has been 
abandoned, no defection has been ſanctioned, no liberty 
has been reſtrained ? to deſert it merely becauſe we have 
condeſcended to explain our principles; and by explaining 
them, to vindicate ourſelves from the falſe charge of 
maintaining perſecuting principles, and to eaſe the con- 
ſciences of our brethren? No. We will not judge ſo 
uncharitably of the ſound judgement and Chriſtian tem- 
per of any of our brethren. Let the trumpet of revolt, 
then, be no more ſounded. If the ſtandard of Schiſm 
ſhall be erected in any of the corners where you live, let 
it be ſeen that you love the truth and peace; that while 
you ſacrifice no truth, you will not rend the Church, 
unleſs compelled by a neceflity greater than has yet ap- 
peared ; that you will not ſeparate from your brethren 
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on grounds which are frivolous, or exiſt only in the 
ſcared imaginations of thoſe who have entertained unjuſti- 
fiable ſuſpicions. Follow the things which make for peace, 
and things whereby one may edify another. 

Recolle& the awful conſequences of the ſeparation which 
took place in the year 1747, and be warned againſt haſten- 
ing a ſimilar diſaſter by fimilar conduct. Our ſtanding 
as Seceders, not in communion with our Antiburgher 
brethren, is on the principle of forbearance, where no 
truth is injured. For this our predeceſſors contended, and 
for this their brethren caſt them out. They never inſiſted 
for an approbationof the religious clauſe of certain burgeſs- 
oaths, they only proteſted againſt its condemnation. They 
demanded, that the approbation or diſapprobation of it 
ſhould be made no term of communion ; that every man 
ſhould be at liberty to follow his own light, and regulate 
his practice according to his own convictions. Are we 
now, aſter fiſty years, to reprobate their conduct, to raze 
the very foundation on which they built the juſtification of 
their views, and, after the intolerant principle has been 
abandoned by our brethren who gave us over to Satan, to 
recur to it ourſelves, and deny. that forbearance ought in 
any caſe to be exerciſed ? This would be defection from 
our principles, unſpeakably greater than any thing which 
has been alleged againſt us. 'This would be to oppoſe the 
doctrine of ſcripture, to condemn the principles and con- 
duct of our fathers, to introduce more than Antichriſtian 
tyranny into a Proteſtant church. "This would be to re- 
fuſe to excrciſe any meaſure of forbearance on any point 


with others, while, in many inſtances, we muſt be con- 
fcious that we all need it from them. 

The point for ſorbearance reſpecting which our prede- 
ceſſors 
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ceffors in the Seceffion contended and ſuffered, affected 
the principles of Seceders more directly than the preſent. 
The queſtion at iſſue then was, Whether the religious 
clauſe in the burgeſs-oath did not bind the ſwearer to pro- 
feſs himſelf to be of a religion different from what he ac- 
tually avowed, and lead him on oath to renounce the Se- 
ceſſion-Teſtimony, and approve of all thoſe defections 
which had compelled him to withdraw from the commu- 
nion of the Eſtabliſhed Church ? Yet forbearance was the 
doQtrine of our forefathers on this momentous point. The 
preſent queſtion is of no ſuch magnitude. It is not, Whether 
it be our duty folemnly to avouch the Lord to be our God ? 
in this we are agreed, and, in as far as this is implied in 
the Covenants, we deſire to hold them faſt 5 but, Whether 
the Covenants in which this is done be binding in this or 
in that form? and, Whether our profeſſion of their obliga- 
tion involves an approbation of every circumſtance in the 
Covenants, and in the manner in which they were to be 
enforced ? And is it too much for us to bear with one 
another on points of fo little moment ? We have learned 
from our forefathers to forbear in a matter of greater inte- 
reſt; let us do it in what is of leſs. And we beſeech you, 
brethren, mark them who would cauſe diviſions and of- 
fences, contrary to the doctrine which ye have learned 
from your fathers, and avoid them. | 
To have withdrawn the Preamble, without ſubſtituting 
ſomething at leaſt equivalent in its place, was impoſſible. 
It would have led to conſequences of which thoſe who aſk- 
ed this were not aware. It would have been a deciſion vir- 
tually on the other fide of the queſtion. It would have 
raiſed the ſuſpicions of brethren, that compulfory meaſures 


in religion are countenanced by us, into certainty that 


they 
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they are, and thus have increaſed, inſtead of removing, 
their ſcruples. For as ſoon as we ſhould have condemned 
the Preamble for aſſerting, that an approbation of com- 
pulſory meaſures in religion is not required of us, we 
would have ſaid, in fact, that our principles are in favour 
of compulſion, or, in other words, of perſecution. As 
ſoon as we ſhould have condemned it for ſaying, that we 
do not interfere with the controverſy which has ariſen, re- 
ſpeCting the nature and kind of the obligation of our Cove- 
nants, we would in fact have interfered, and have been 
conſtrained in conſiſtency to declare our particular views, 
and thus to reſtrict our communion more than ever it has 
been reſtrifted in any period of the Seceſſion. We muſt 
either have adopted new principles, or have continued the 
Preamble, or have ſubſtituted ſomething equivalent in its 
ſtead. | 

After all, the ground of uneaſineſs with many ariſcs 
from the danger of precedent. It is the fear that innova- 
tion will follow innovation without end, and that the pre- 
ſent meaſure is only a trial of ſtrength, and introduQtory 
to certain dark deſigns againſt our principles, which have 
not yet been avowed. To this it is impoſſible to reply, 
otherwiſe than by ſaying, that theſe are uncharitable, baſe, 
and groundleſs ſuſpicions. If men are ſerious in making 
theſe objections, their opinion of the integrity of their 
brethren is low indeed. In their eſtimation, the aſſertions 
of their brethren muſt be unworthy of all credit, and their 
jealouſies of them muſt remain till Providence vindicate 


their character, and ſhow the ſimplicity of their views, 
Yet, for the ſake of thoſe who think more favourably of 
the Synod, the Synod declare, That they never had de- 
ſigns beyond forbearance on the two points to which the 
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public attention has been called, and that they know of 
none formed by any of their members. On the contrary, 


they have declared, and do deelare, their warm and in« 
violable attachment to the whole ſyſtem of their princi- 
ples, and their reſolution, by the grace of God, zealouſly 
to maintain them; and they earneſtly intreat all under 
their charge to beware of liſtening to calumnious inſinua- 
tions in oppoſition to this declaration; and truſt that, after 
it has been thus openly made, prejudice itſelf will be aſha- 
med to perſiſt in retailing them. 

Brethren, Satan envies us. We do little good, but he 
wiſhes to put it out of our power to do ſo much. He has 
gone forth as a lying ſpirit from the Lord, to blaſt our 
characters, to rend our congregations, to carry off our 
minds from the practice of religion e dating about que- 
ſtions and ſtrifes of words, whereof cometh envy, ſtrife, 
railings, evil ſurmiſings, perverſe diſputings of men of 
corrupt minds, and deſtitute of the truth. Let us reſiſt 
the temptation. Let brotherly love continue. Let us be 
the children of peace. Let us take heed, leſt, if we bite 
and devour one another, we be cbnſumed one of another, 
We beſeech you, therefore, brethren, by the name of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that ye all ſpeak the Tame thing, and 
that there be no diviſions among you, but that ye be per- 
fectly joined together in the ſame mind, and in the ſame 


judgement. Put on, therefore, as the elect of God, holy 


and beloved, bowels of mercies, kindneſs, humbleneſs of 
mind, meekneſs, long-ſuffering ; forbearing one another, 
and forgiving one another; if any man have a quarrel a- 
gainſt any, even as Chriſt forgave you, ſo alſo do ye. And 
above all theſe things, put on charity, which is the bond 
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hearts, to the wilich alſo ye are called in one body; and 
be ye thankful. 

Notwithſtanding the late gloomy aſpect of affairs, the 
Synod are comforted by the proſpect of a returning calm. 


We hope that paſſion will ſpeedily ſubſide, that reaſon 


and religion will ſoon reſume the reins, and that peace 
and proſperity will again diffuſe their bleſſings through the 
Seceſſion. Brethren, let not our hopes be diſappointed. 


We entreat you, to allow to the matters in diſpute only . 


that inferior degree of your attention which correſponds 
with their comparatively ſmall importance. Turn the cur- 
rent of your thoughts and converſation to the great matters 
of faith and practice. Let the great truths of the goſpel, 
reſpecting the perſon, mediation, and atonement of the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and reſpeCting the Holy Ghoſt and his 
operations, be ever preſent to your minds, Live under 
their influence; exhibit their efficacy in the performance 
of all the duties which you owe to God, and in the exer- 
ciſe of that charity towards men, without which know- 
ledge and zeal are but as ſounding braſs and a tinkling 
cymbal. Remember that the time 1s ſhort ; that its great 
buſineſs is to prepare for eternity; and that angry conten- 
tions, railings, and evil-ſpeaking, are moſt unfriendly to 
preparation for the end of lite. 

Finally, brechren, farewell. Hold faſt the profeſſion 
of your faith without wavering, for he is faithful that pro» 
miſed; and conſider one another, to provoke unto love, 
and to good works; not forſaking the aſſembling of your- 
ſelves together, as the manner of ſome is, but exhorting 
one another; and ſo much the more, as ye ſee the day 
approaching. Contend earneſtly for the faith which was 


once delivered to the ſaints. Buy the truth, and fell it 
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not. Only let your zeal be always according to know- 
ledge, and remember that « blefſed are the peace - makers: 
« for they ſhall be called the children of God.” 


(Signed), 
IxDIDbIARH AIKMAN, Med. 


Printed by J. PILLANS & SoNs, } 
Edinburgh, 


wo, 
— 


7 * 


14 1 


5 
3 
- 

= 


&'s ik 


: 
4 


* 
3 


- 


T_T 2 — 


— ·6-RNRA ̃ ͤũ - ee 


